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THE SIXTEENTH ANNUAL MEETING 


Meeting for the first time since 1943, the South Carolina Historical 
Association convened on April 27, 1946, in Columbia. President C. M. 
Ferrell presided at the two sessions, which were held at the Hotel Colum- 
bia. Both sessions were well attended, and the meeting was an encourag- 
ing beginning of the Association’s post-war activities. 


At the afternoon session, which began at 2:30, two excellent papers 
were read. Archibald R. Lewis, of the University of South Carolina, 
presented “Zionism—A Re-estimate”; an interesting discussion followed, 
during which Rabbi Sidney Ballon gave the pro-Zionist viewpoint. Austin 
L. Venable, of Winthrop College, gave “William L. Yancey and the 
League of United Southerners”; this paper brought forth many questions 
from the members and a lively discussion ensued. 


At the business meeting, which came immediately after the papers, 
the treasurer's report was read and accepted. The following officers were 
elected: President, W. H. Callcott; Vice-President, J. Harold Wolfe; and 
Executive Committee member, Charles E. Cauthen. The election of a 
Secretary-Treasurer was postponed until a later date. The President told 
the Association of the Executive Committee’s decision to publish separate 
issues of The Proceedings for 1945 and 1946. On motion of W. H. 
Callcott, the Association voted to pay the Secretary-Treasurer an annual 
stipend of $25.00, payment to be retroactive for the year 1945-46. 


At the dinner session, at 7:00 p. m., Marion A. Wright, of Conway, 
spoke most interestingly on “A Pre-requisite to Progress.” Just before the 
meeting adjourned, the newly elected president, W. H. Callcott, asked 
for an expression of opinion from the members present as to the meeting 
place for 1947; the majority favored Columbia as the place of meeting. 
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WILLIAM L. YANCEY AND THE LEAGUE OF 
UNITED SOUTHERNERS* 


Austin L. VENABLE 
Winthrop College 


An interesting episode in the campaign of 1860 was the controversy 
over the constitution of the League of United Southerners. This dispute 
grew out of an effort by the Dougles and Bell forces to prove that William 
L. Yancey was a disunionist, and thereby discredit the Breckenridge 
Democracy, with which he was actively affliated, as a party of secession 
and disunion. 


During the bitter campaign the opposition asserted that Yancey had 
originated the League of United Southerners, that it was a secret organiza- 
tion, and that his motive was the disruption of the Union. Glaring head- 
lines and earnest editorials warned the electorate against the terrible “fire- 
eater’ and his subversive organization. 


As proof of their charges, the super-patriots circulated copies of a 
document purporting to be the constitution of the League of United 
Southerners. Article I read as follows: “The members of this organiza- 
tion shall be known as the Leaguers of the South, and our motto shall 
be, ‘A Southern republic is our only safety’.”? 


A superficial consideration of the evidence affords a substantial basis 
for the charges against Yancey. Although he did not originate the idea 
of a League of United Southerners, he did play an active role in promoting 
the movement. On June 15, 1858, in a letter to James S. Slaughter, 
Yancey recommended the formation of such leagues. A few weeks later, 
on July 10, he spoke at Bethel Church in favor of the movement, and 
again at Benton on July 17. Furthermore, he organized a league at 
Montgomery and helped draft a constitution for it. 


Further evidence indicating that Yancey was working for the dis- 
ruption of the Union is the fact that he was cooperating with the secession- 
ists, Edmund Rufhn, who had originated the movement for the League, 
and Robert Barnwell Rhett, in promoting it. Moreover, leading Southern 
papers of both parties, such as the Know-Nothing Mobile Adviser and the 
Atlanta National American, and conservative Democratic papers like the 
Montgomery Confederation, Richmond Enquirer, and Marion (Alabama) 


* Acknowledgment is made to the Social Science Research Council for the 
financial aid which made possible the research for this article. 

1Nashville Patriot, August 24, 1860; Speech of William L. Yancey delivered at 
Memphis, Tennessee, August 14, 1860 (typewritten copy from stenographic report 
of the Memphis Daily Avalanche, August 17, 1860), p. 64, in William L. Yancey 
Papers (Alabama State Department of Archives and History, Montgomery). 
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Commonwealth, attacked the movement as endangering the safety of the 


Union. 


Finally, Yancey was quoted as saying at Bethel Church that “he had 
little hope of justice for the South in the Union” and that “he bided the 
time when they [the Southern people] would throw off the shackles both 
of parties and of the government, and assert their independence in a 
Southern Confederacy.” Also, he had written Slaughter that “if we 
could do as our fathers did, organize ‘Committees of Safety’ all over the 
Cotton States, . . . we shall fire the Southern heart, instruct the Southern 
mind, give courage to each other, and, at the proper moment, by one or- 
ganized concerted action, we can precipitate the Cotton States into a 
revolution.” 


Yancey’s remarks seem to establish a prima facie case for those who 
charged that he was promoting the League for the purpose of disrupting 
the Union, and historians have accepted their version. Such a con- 
clusion, however, can be supported only by isolating these few radical re- 
marks and rejecting other available evidence. 


Yancey’s opponents naturally seized upon his more extreme remarks, 
made in the heat of passion and sometimes under the stimulation of drink, 
isolated them from their context, and cited them as proof that he was pro- 
moting the movement in order to bring about secession. Tactics such as 
these were to be expected from politicians. 


A good illustration of these tactics is the case of the Slaughter letter. 
Slaughter, a radical Southerner, had written Yancey asking for his help 
in breaking up the Democratic Party as a means of promoting secession. 
Yancey declined to participate in the movement, advised against it, and 
recommended instead the formation of the League of United Southerners 
as a better means of promoting the rights of the South. 


As has been seen, the loquacious Southerner, in his exuberance, 
stated that such an organization as the League of United Southerners 
would “fire the Southern heart” and “precipitate a revolution.” These 
phrases afforded splendid ammunition for Yancey’s critics. They were 
seized upon and widely circulated as proof that he was trying to “precipi- 
tate a revolution” for the overthrow of the Union. The Washington 
States, a Douglas journal, circulated the Slaughter letter during the cam- 
paign of 1860 under the caption, “The Scarlet Letter,” and Horace Greeley 
printed it in his Political Textbook for 1860* as documentary proof of 
Yancey’s sinister design against the Union. 


2Montgomery Advertiser and State Gazette, July 21, 1858. 

arg ammeniy Ngtrel pe ty Ac be Father of Secession (New 
York, 1931), pp. 146-47; Emerson David Fite, The Presidential C. of 1860 
(New York, 1911), pp. 176-77; Daniel Wait Howe, Political Hieae oF Scccenes 
(New York, hee . 182-83. 


4New York, 1860, p. 173. 
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A dispassionate appraisal of Yancey’s letter to Slaughter in its proper 
setting indicates that the answer is not so simple. The letter was written 
in response to a request for help in breaking up the Democratic Party. 
Yancey declined to participate in the scheme, although it was apparent 
that such a step was necessary in any plan to bring about secession. A 
casual reading of the letter in its entirety also reveals that Yancey called 
for “resistance to the next aggression,” and not a revolution against the 
federal Union. Furthermore, secession to a member of the state rights 
school was not revolution, and Yancey, being a student of that school, be- 
lieved in the constitutional right of secession. Consequently, he could 
not have had the disruption of the Union in mind when he advised that 


the movement for the League of United Southerners would “precipitate 
a revolution.” 


The answer to Yancey’s meaning is found in his background, his 
philosophy, and his course of action. He was a disciple of Calhoun, and, 
like that great spokesman of Southern rights, he believed that a firm, 
united resistance to aggression on the part of the Southern people was 
the best means of preserving the constitutional rights of the South within 
the Union. Thus, he believed that such an organization as the League 
of United Southerners would “fire the Southern heart” and “precipitate 
a revolution” in the minds of the Southern people for unity, and would 
put an end to the petty bickering and squabbling for the spoils of office 


which had brought dissension within the ranks of the Southerners for 
so long. 


Over against the radical remarks of Yancey at Bethel Church, which 
seem to indicate that he was working to disrupt the Union, are the bulk 
of his speeches in behalf of the League at Bethel, Benton, and Mont- 
gomery and the constitution of the League, which discloses that he was 
working to preserve the constitutional rights of the South within the 
framework of the federal Union until it should be clearly demonstrated 
that such a course was futile. 


In his Bethel speech Yancey advised against the disruption of the 
Democratic Party. But he frankly faced the fact that even this party had 
not always been able to protect the interest of the South. He said the 
reason for this was that the people of the South had no organized means 
of expressing their opinions on the issues of the day. In order to meet 
that need, he recommended the formation of the League of United 
Southerners “to diffuse and maintain pure constitutional views of the 
rights of the South within the Union; or, as a last resort, [as a means] of 


aiding the South to resume her delegated powers and to become a Southern 
Confederacy.”5 


5Montgomery Advertiser and State Gazette, July 21, 1858; Montgomery 
Weekly Advertiser, December 14, 1859. 
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Yancey’s speech at Benton clearly indicates that he was promoting 
the movement as a means of fighting the battles of the South within the 
Union. He declared there “that the league was not a disunion move- 
ment, but [that it] proposed to fight the battle of the South in the Union 
through all political parties.” Continuing, he declared that the purpose 
of the League was “to elevate and purify all these great parties—and 
cause them, if possible, to abandon the law of Compromise, and adopt the 
law of the Constitution in dealing with the Southern question.”® 


In spite of these declarations, the ultra-Unionists and professional 
politicians were apprehensive. They hastened to attack the movement. 
Two charges were directed against it. One asserted that the League was 
aimed at disunion, and the other that it was a movement for a new party, 
and that as such, it was directed at the old parties. Yancey, in his speech 
at Montgomery on July 20, answered each of these allegations. In re- 
sponse to the first charge against the movement, he said: 


It has been said to be a disunion move. — The Constitution re- 
ported puts an emphatic denial upon that charge. It expresses its 
aims to be to uphold and enforce the Federal Constitution in lieu of 
the fundamental law of National parties — ‘Compromise.’ It expresses 
its aims to be to maintain a Constitutional Union. Its great design 
is to create a public opinion that shall force all parties to a strict ob- 
servance of all our Constitutional guarantees, by holding the Consti- 
tutional Rights of the South to be paramount to the political necessities 
of National Administrations or National Parties. These constitute a 
sure basis of a Constitutional Union. The attainmeut of these ends 
will perpetuate a Constitutional Union, and therefore a league which 
devotes itself to their attainment can never be truly branded as a 
disunion movement. 


In answer to the second charge against the League, Yancey stated: 


It has been denounced as a new party, and therefore as designed 
to subvert the Democratic and American parties. The charge is 
entirely without foundation. A party means an organization of in- 
dividuals, upon agreed principles, whose design is to control the 
Government by electing its members to its office. A party therefore 
nominates some of its members for office, and all its members are 
pledged to support the nominations. Now this Constitution ex- 
pressly ignores this leading and necessary element of party — it de- 
clares that the League shall never nominate a candidate for any office. 


Continuing, Yancey compared the organization and function of the 
League with that of the American Bible Society and of the American 
Tract Society, both of which were composed of members of different 
religious sects “not for purpose of forming a new sect and opposing all 
others, but for the purpose of distributing widely amongst their fellowmen 
a knowledge of that great fundamental rule, the Word of God—upon 


6Montgomery Weekly Advertiser, December 14, 1859. 
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which all evangelical sects base their faith.” “So of this League,” he said. 
“It is formed to create a stronger and healthier tone of public sentiment in 
favor of the Constitution.”? 


The constitution adopted supported Yancey’s interpretation and 
afforded further evidence that the League of United Southerners was 
designed to protect the constitutional rights of the South within the 
Union. “The object of this League is, by the use of proper means, to 
create a sound public opinion in the South on the subject of enforcing 
the rights of the South in the Union.”® The “proper means,” according 
to the constitution, was to support candidates in both of the national 
parties who were committed to a program of uncompromisingly uphold- 
ing the rights of the South in national legislation.® 


Despite the constitution and Yancey’s explanations, his task was a 
difficult one. Personal antagonism and party politics soon became in- 
volved. Roger Pryor, editor of the Richmond South, who had been 
worsted in an acrimonious debate with Yancey in the meeting of the 
Southern Commercial Convention at Montgomery the preceding May, 
led the assault. Pryor asserted that the League was composed of defunct 
Know-Nothings and disaffected Democrats and that its objects were the 
overthrow of the Democratic Party and the disruption of the Union.!° 


Although affording dynamite for the bombastic politicians, Pryor’s 
charges were ridiculous in view of his very recent past. Some eighteen 
months before, he had launched the South as a radical Southern-rights 
paper with the acknowledged support of such ultra-Southerners as 
Edmund Ruffin and Lawrence Keitt. This paper, while professing a 
general concurrence with the Democratic Party, had been unsparing in 
its denunciation of the Buchanan administration and untiring in warning 
people of the South against relying on national parties for the protection 
of their rights. It had scorned and ridiculed the federal Union. In fact, 
it was believed by its contemporaries to have been launched, for ulterior 
purposes, against the Union.11 


Furthermore, the South’s charges that the League was composed of 
defunct Know-Nothings is not supported by the evidence. The Know- 
Nothing press was practically unanimous in condemning the movement, 
with the notable exception of the Montgomery Mail, which also joined 
in the chorus of denunciation as soon as it learned that the League was 
not designed for disrupting the Union.1? 


—_ uly 22, 1858. 
Tbid., July 21, 1858 


10Richmond South, quoted in Richmond Daily Enquirer, August [date miss 
ing], 1858; Richmond South, July ah. 1858. 
11Richmond Dail amv f  y [date missing], 1858. 
1Silcteeedsy ail, July 22, 1 
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The motives behind the policy of the South are further revealed 
by the fact that the League, which had been originated by Ruffin for the 
purpose of promoting secession, was first announced in its columns.1% 
Moreover, it was only when his antagonist began sponsoring the League 
with its moderate constitution that Pryor began to see in it a menace to 
the Democratic Party and the federal Union. 


At the other extreme of the Democratic press was the Montgomery 
Confederation, which, illustrating the old adage that politics make strange 
bedfellows, joined in an uncompromising attack on Yancey and the 
League of United Southerners. Although the course of the Confederation 
was more consistent than that of the South, its policy was determined by 
practical political considerations. The Confederation was ultra-Unionist 
in sentiment, and it was supporting the conservative Democrat, Benjamin 
Fitzpatrick, for re-election to the United States Senate. Another 
prominent Montgomery paper, the Advertiser, a pronounced state rights 
organ, was supporting Yancey for Fitzpatrick’s place in the Senate. Thus 


it was only natural that the Confederation would join in a movement to 
discredit Yancey. 


Despite the fact that the Southern people were apprehensive over 
recent developments such as the Kansas question and Douglas’ de- 
fection, the majority were sincerely attached to the Union and were en- 
deavoring to secure the constitutional guarantees for minorities through 
the instrumentality of the national Democracy. Many feared the League 
would bring dissension within the Democratic Party. Still others were 
afraid of it because of Yancey’s radical tendencies. 


The question was thoroughly debated in the press during the summer 
and fall of 1858. One of the serious charges against the League was that 
it was the counterpart of the southern rights party, which had been re- 
vived as the Great Southern Party for the purpose of promoting secession. 
Those who opposed the League claimed that its constitution and that of 
the Great Southern Party were one and the same thing. The conserva- 
tive Democratic Marion Commonwealth had been one of the leaders in 
assiduously propagating this charge. 


The battered Leaguers, in a lengthy newspaper controversy, finally 
convinced the Commonwealth that the League of United Southerners 
and the Great Southern Party were two different organizations. They 
pointed out that “one purposes, in open, absolute terms, to form a party— 
the other is based upon the fact that it will be no party and invites mem- 
bers in good and regular standing in the various parties to join them.” 
Furthermore, they pointed out that “one purposes [the] immediate dis- 
solution of the Union—the other is opposed, and relies upon organizing 


18Richmond Daily irer, August [ ; 1858; A Craven, 
Ednnusd Hattie Booth ree One Your 1535). ep. tebe singed 

















Tue Sourn Carouimna Historica, ASsocIATION g 


so true and pure a public opinion that our rights will be secured ‘in the 


>» 


Union’. 


In support of their thesis, one of the League’s spokesmen stated that 
he knew “all the gentlemen who formed the ‘constitution of the Great 
Southern Party,’ and who adopted it at Prattville.” He stated that “they 
are generally opposed to the League, because it will not advocate dis- 
union.” Moreover, he stated that the constitution was submitted to him 
for his individual judgment, in manuscript, and that it met his disapproval. 
Continuing, he said that “the two bodies are as different in name, in or- 
ganization, in aim, and in principles, as were the old Whig and Democratic 
parties...” By way of further explanation, he stated that the Leaguers 
were “almost exclusively Democrats of the Calhoun school—intermixed 
with a few Whigs of the State Rights school, and that they proposed to 
work for the South, and to assail no parties.” 


The editor of the Commonwealth was convinced by this. lengthy ex- 
planation that the League and the southern rights party were two separate 
and distinct organizations. He declared editorially: 


We are truly glad that the disclaimer has been entered upon by 
our correspondent, and as such, we make the amende honorable, 
by stating that at the time we thought the two organizations were one 
and the same thing. But as our correspondent assures us that the 
manuscript of that constitution was submitted to him for his individual 
judgment, and that he disapproved it, we are convinced that it is a 
different organization. This very fact, taken in connection with the 
constitution of the League, which we also published, shows that the 


Leaguers are opposed to the movement set on foot by the Prattville 
Gentlemen. 


The editor vouched for the League spokesman and declared that he 
was a “gentleman of highly patriotic motives.” Continuing, he stated: 


. we are truly glad that he and those who are associated with 
him, look upon the movement at Prattville, like ourself, as treason- 
able. Such being the case, we hope that the democracy may not be 
misled in supposing that the constitution of the Great Southern party 
is a part of the organization instituted by [our] talented fellow- 
citizen, the Hon. Wm. L. [Yancey of] Montgomery.14 


Further evidence that the League of United Southerners and Yancey 
were not associated with the southern rights party is afforded by an 
article in the Dallas Gazette, whose editor was one of the leaders in re- 
viving that party. This organ declared: 


Yancey is a member of the State Rights Democratic party, and in 
as good standing as any other member could be, unless he has left it 


privately, and his known courage and frankness forbid such a con- 


14Marion Commonwealth, October 6, 1858. 
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jecture. It would be an insult to his character to think of such a 
thing.15 


Despite the charges of the more partisan papers against the League 
and Yancey, the more conservative members of the press, such as the 
Commonwealth and the Richmond Enquirer, were convinced that the 
movement was not aimed at secession. Nevertheless, they preferred to 
rely on the national Democracy for the protection of their constitutional 
rights, and they were apprehensive of the effect of the League on the 
Democracy. The Enquirer expressed their point of view when its editor 
wrote concerning Yancey and the League: 


We believe him to be an honest man, and we are gratified to dis- 
cover that we were mistaken in deducing from his letter the conclusion 
that he has aided in the formation of a league for the purpose of 
precipitating disunion. But taking his own ground that this league is 
intended only for the perpetuation of a Constitutional Union, we 
cannot coincide in the apprehension of impending aggression which 
has induced the step, nor endorse the movement which this appre- 
hension has inaugurated. We see no danger which threatens to 
render a resort to sectional organization necessary for the protection 
of Southern rights — and we rely confidently on the Democratic 
party, North and South, to afford, not only a defense against further 
invasion of the doctrine of state equality, but to obtain for them addi- 
tional guarantees by means of Federal legislation.16 


Under these conditions Yancey was compelled to abandon the 
League. It was to rise and plague him again, however, during the cam- 
paign of 1860. Evidence was produced early in the campaign showing 
that the purported constitution of the League was fictitious. On August 
20, 1860, the official constitution of the League of United Southerners 
was produced under oath and supported by the following document: 


We hereby certify that, on the 20th of July, 1858, the following 
constitution of the Montgomery League of United Southerners was 
reported by a committee on a constitution, viz.; J. C. B. Mitchell, 
W. L. Yancey, and C. G. Gunter, and was adopted — that it is the 
only constitution ever adopted by the League, and has never been 
changed in any particular -- and further, that all its meetings were 
public, and that there was no secrecy nor oath connected with the 
League. 


William A. Gunter, Secretary. 


Sam L. L. Arrington, President. 


The disputed point was covered by the following article: 


The object of this League is, by the use of proper means, to create 
a sound public opinion in the South on the subject of enforcing the 
rights of the South in the Union.17 


15Cahawba Dallas Gazette, July 8, 1859. 

16Richmond Daily Enquirer, August [date , 1858. 

17Mon Weekly Advertiser, P cowie - 2 1860. ‘This bit of evidence has 
been neglected istorians. 
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A comparison of this text of the constitution with the one appearing 
in the Montgomery Mail the day after the constitution was adopted in 
Montgomery on July 20, 1858, reveals that they are identical. In other 
words, the comparison of the two documents substantiates the affidavit 


cited above.18 


In view of the fact that this was the constitution of the Montgomery 
League, the question naturally arises as to whether it was the constitu- 
tion of a local league and one which differed from that of the general 
League. An examination of the accompanying affidavit reveals that it 
was “the only constitution ever adopted by the League and that it has 
never been changed in any particular. . .” 


The origin of the bogus constitution, which was circulated during 
the campaign of 1860, as well as further evidence that Yancey was not 
promoting the League for the purpose of disrupting the Union, is found 
in the Montgomery Mail, the radical Know-Nothing paper. For several 
days prior to the meeting at Bethel, the Mail carried a series of articles 
concerning the proposed league. The refrain of these articles was “a 
Southern Republic is our only safety.” Moreover, the Mail proposed a 
constitution for the embryonic organization, article one of which stated: 
“The members of this organization shall be known as The Leaguers of the 
South; and our motto shall be, A Southern Republic is our only Safety.” 


It will be observed that this is the exact wording of article I of the 
document which was circulated in the campaign of 1860 as the constitu- 
tion of the League of United Southerners. But there is no evidence that 
it was ever adopted even by the local league at Bethel. Furthermore, the 
Mail was significantly silent on the question from the time of the meet- 
ing at Bethel on July 10 until the meeting at Montgomery on July 20 
when “the only constitution ever adopted by the League” was drawn up 
and ratified. Then the Mail came out with the following editorial: 


We publish today the remarks of Hon. W. L. Yancey, explaining 
the aims and objects of the ‘Leaguers of the South,’ and trust that 
the organs and leaders of the National Democracy — who have had 
the figets for several weeks — will now be able to ‘sleep o’ nights’... . 
They can now banish their fears . . . the new organization is not for 
the purpose of destroying the existing parties.19 


In the light of such evidence, and despite the few radical remarks of 
Yancey, the charges that he promoted the League of United Southerners 
in order to disrupt the Union lose their force. Yancey’s intemperate re- 
marks indicating that he was promoting the movement for the purpose of 
secession can be neither dismissed nor accepted at their face value. They 
must be fitted into the mosaic. This can be done only in terms of his 


i. — en Mail, July 21, 1858; Montgomery Weekly Advertiser, August 


19Montgomery Mail, July 22, 1858. 
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personality and the stress of the times. The old Crusader was not averse 
to an occasional drink before making a speech. He was a man of deep 
convictions and strong passions. Furthermore, he, and Southerners in 
general, believed that powerful influences in the North threatened the 
federal Union and the agrarian way of life. Thus in the heat of passion 
and under the excitement of the turbulent period, he doubtless felt at 
times that secession was inevitable. But the assertion that he was plotting 
secession is not supported by the evidence. 


The preponderance of evidence indicates that Yancey’ was working 
in good faith to organize the League of United Southerners as a means of 
preserving the constitutional rights of the South within the Union and 
that he anticipated using it for secession only as a last resort after all other 
efforts had failed. This is shown by his refusal to support Slaughter in 
his movement to disrupt the Democratic party, by his advice against the 
dissolution of the national parties, and by his repudiation of the southern 
rights party. 
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ZIONISM — A RE-ESTIMATE 


ArcuipaLp R. Lewis 


University of South Carolina 


Ordinarily, it is not within the province of the historian to deal with 
a question of present controversy. There are times, however, when 
historians alone can throw light on matters of current and vital interest. 
Such a question is Zionism—that demand by large numbers of Jews for 
a Jewish national state in Palestine. That demand and the Arab reaction 
to it threaten to engulf the unstable Near East in blood. It is against a 
background of threat and counter-threat, propaganda and counter-propa- 
ganda that the writer proposes to examine the cause of the trouble. 


In the first place, the Zionists base their legal claims in Palestine on 
the British government's promise of 1917, known as the Balfour Declara- 
tion. Simply stated, this promises the Jews a national home in Palestine.1 
It would seem, then that the Zionists have a valid point in their claims 
on the British government, but they ignore the fact that the British made 
another promise as to the disposition of Palestine. In 1916, they promised 
the Arab leaders, Hussein and Feisal, of Hejaz, that Syria and Palestine 
would be freed from Turkish rule and become Arab states. Thus, legally 
speaking, there are two promises by the British government, distinctly 
conflicting and equally valid. And, it is interesting/to note, no British 
Government has yet disowned either promise. 


The second basis of the Zionist claim to Palestine is the religious 
one. Jerusalem and the Holy Land are, as all who have read their Old 
Testament know, the basis of Judaism, the land of Abraham, Isaac, and 
Jacob, sacred soil to the Jews. No one can deny this fact, but the trouble 
is that two other religions have equal claims to Palestine on religious 
grounds. To both Christianity and Islam, Palestine is also holy ground. 
For Christians this is the Holy Land where Jesus and His Disciples lived 
and taught, where He was crucified. Here are Christendom’s most sacred 
shrines. No Zionist should forget that for two and one half centuries 
during the Middle Ages European Christendom sent crusade after crusade 
to hold these Holy Places in the name of religion. In fact, if one counts 
the period of the later Christian Roman Emperors and the early Byzantine 
period and adds to it the crusading period and the last thirty years, one 
finds that Christians have held Palestine quite as long as the Jews ever did. 


i]t should be emphasized that the Balfour Declaration promises the Jews a 
National Home in Palestine not a Jewish Palestine, contrary to the assertations of 
many Zionist propagandists. Its exact words are that the Jews are to have in 
Palestine “a Hmmm g home for the Jewish ple . . . it being understood that 
nothing shall be done which may prejudice the civil and religious rights of existing 
non-Jewish communities in Palestine.” Arabs interpret this section of the Balfour 
Declaration as a pledge against a Jewish Palestine state. There is much to be said 
for their point of view. 
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Equally valid is the Moslem religious claim, for Jerusalem is, after 
Mecca and Medina, the holiest spot in the Islamic world. Here 
Mohammed made the famous ascent into Heaven recounted in the Koran. 
Here are preserved, in the Mosque of Omar, the marks of his horse’s 
hoofs on the rock which commemorates this event. Here come thousands 
of Mohammedan pilgrims. Zionist claims based on religion would seem 
then to be less plausible than those of a legal nature. 


Furthermore, there is the question of possession. The inhabitants of 
Palestine are still overwhelmingly Arab. Before Jewish immigration be- 
gan in 1920, Palestine was ninety per cent Arab. Today it is still sixty 
per cent Arab.2_ Under normal circumstances a country has a right to 
determine whom it will admit as settlers and immigrants. One thing is 
certain in Palestine and is not denied by the most extreme Zionists. The 
Arab majority do not want a Jewish Palestine. They not only do not 
desire it, they have already shown that they will fight and die to prevent 
it. They have lived in this land for 1900 years and intend to continue to 
do so and not to give it up. And in this determination they have the 
backing of all their Arab neighboring states—Syria, Lebanon, Transjordan, 
Iraq, Egypt, and Arabia—with a combined population of some 30,000,- 
000.8 In fact, the desire to expel those Jews who are already in Palestine 
is not absent from their thoughts. Certainly on the grounds of possession, 
self-determination, and regional common ideas the Zionist in Palestine has 


no status and is an interloper, an intruder upon the lands and rights of 
others. 


But Zionism goes further. It appeals to history—the historical right 
of the Jews to a national state. This is a subject that deserves more con- 
sideration than it generally receives, for everyone appeals to history in 
vague terms. What are the facts? 


The Jews have not had a government of their own, a national state, 
in Palestine for 1900 years. In 70 A. D. Titus, later Roman Emperor, 
ended Jewish independence in Palestine, obliterated the Temple, and 
destroyed both the political and religious temple organization of Judaism. 
He and his successors, Trajan and Hadrian, did more than that. They 
deliberately deported and scattered the Jews of Palestine throughout the 
Roman Empire and repopulated the land with non-Jewish Syrians and 
Greeks. This event, known to Jewish annalists as the Diaspora or\ Dis- 


eas wees perhaps, are the figures on the population in Palestine in 1944 
ven in Chapter ster IV nf > na Report of the Anglo-American Committee ot | “ gd into 
Pulnstine ew York Times, May 1, 1946). They are as follows: ewish, 
69% Aa Arb — Christians lumped in this case with Arab Rodos use 
of their lin c, social, economic, cultural, and political similarities). This report 
also explains yy the Arab native rate of population increase in Palestine has, in 
secant. yoast, Dawn, Soames. Sota that of Zionist Jews. 
All recent statements by Arab leaders and governments reveal unanimous 
Arab opposition to further Zionist immigration into Palestine. Ibid., Ch. VI. This 
- gontains a summary of the reasons for this Arab attitude. 
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persion, ended Jewish national life. Since that time the Jews have never 
had their own governmental organization in Palestine or anywhere else, 
unless one counts the Arab-Jewish state in the Yemen shortly before 
Mohammed or the Jewish Kingdom of the Kazars in Russia of a century 
or so later, both of which disappeared quickly leaving no political trace.* 
An historical right that can bridge a nineteen-hundred-year gap is a re- 
markable one. 


Even before the time of Titus the Jews did not exercise undisputed 
sway over Palestine. The Kingdom of David and Solomon of about 1000 
B. C. (the first stable political Jewish state there) contained many non- 
Jews, their number probably exceeding that of the Hebrews. These 
alien, newly-conquered Philistines, Canaanites, Amalekites, and other 
Syriac people were only held in the Jewish Kingdom by the military might 
of David and his son and the weakness of Israel’s neighbors. Jerusalem 
itself, for instance, was only taken from the Canaanites in the middle of 
David’s reign and thus was largely alien throughout this greatest period 
of Jewish national history. The quick collapse of Solomon’s kingdom 
after his death and its division into the Kingdom of Israel in the north 
and Kingdom of Judah in the south show the weakness of David’s founda- 
tion.5 And even these states did not long endure. The militaristic 
Assyrian monarchs, within two centuries of Solomon’s death, had 
destroyed the northern Hebrews of Israel and carried the Ten Lost Tribes 
into exile. Their place was taken in Palestine by non-Hebrew new- 
comers, probably mainly Syrians. Judea to the south endured only a 
century or so longer until Nebuchadnezzar, of Chaldea, destroyed it, 
obliterated the Temple, and carried the Jews into captivity at Babylon, 
settling Judea with Gentiles. 


Nor does the governmental history of the Jews from Chaldean times 
to Titus, six hundred years later, afford a more impressive record. After 
a century of captivity in Babylon, the Jews returned to Palestine with 
the object of reviving the Jewish state, thus initiating what may be called 
an early Zionist movement. Under the leadership of Ezra, Nehemiah, and 
Zerubbabel a new temple was built in Jerusalem, and a government of 
sorts was reestablished. This movement, however, met with great re- 
sistance from the Syriac peoples then dwelling in Palestine. It is doubt- 
ful, in spite of the assistance given the Jews by the tolerant Persian kings, 
whether much more than a religious reorganization was actually accom- 


4Carleton S. Coon, The Races of Europe (New York, 1939), pp. 436, 438. 
These kingdoms are also interesting examples of the proselytizing tendencies of 
Judaism as late as the 8th century A. D. 

5The most recent account and the fullest is to be found in Albert T. Olmstead, 
ng, of Palestine and Syria to the Macedonian Conquest (New York, 1931), 
pp. 311-61. 
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plished. Most of Palestine remained under Persian rule, anti-Hebrew 
and hostile to Judaism.® 


It was not until the time of the persecution of the Jews by the later 
Seleucids, Greek successors of the Persians in that part of the Near East, 
that a true Jewish state arose in Palestine. Stung by religious persecution 
at this time, the Maccabees, as priest kings, by blood and sword, carved 
out an independent Jewish kingdom in Palestine. They and their 
Idumean successors, the Herods, ruled for two centuries under the nominal 
suzerainty of various Greek kings and then of Rome. But even these 
fierce warrior monarchs did not make Palestine Jewish. Aliens remained 
among them in large numbers. In Samaria, for instance, at the time of 
Christ, there existed a large group of non-Hebrews between Judea and 
Galilee, hostile to the Jews and defiant of Jerusalem. In addition, there 
were large numbers of Syriac, Greek, and Hellenized inhabitants of the 
coastal and Galilean cities. The names Capernaum and Caesarea of the 
Bible show their non-Jewish character. 


In other words, the historical record shows that there has been no 
Jewish national state since 70 A. D. and that during the thousand years 
preceding that date such a state existed only spasmodically and almost 
never included the mass of the inhabitants of Palestine. 


The idea that it was Titus who sent the Jews into exile throughout 
the world is only partly true. The movement of the Jews into many parts 


of the civilized world and the development of their character as an inter- 
national,. trading, stateless people was far advanced by the time of Titus. 
He merely completed the process by fire and sword. When it began is 
difficult to say, but earlier deportations of Sargon II, the Assyrian, and 
Nebuchadnezzar, the Chaldean, may have started the wandering of the 
Jews. Certain it is that all through the period of the Persian Empire 
(550 B. C.-312 B. C.) there were Jarge Jewish communities which did 
not return to Palestine. The Biblical story of Esther (wife probably of 
Artaxerxes II) shows that the Jews who were persecuted by Haman were 
clearly not merely groups in Palestine but a people scattered throughout 
Persian domains.‘ By Hellenistic and Roman times this dispersion was 
even more widespread and extended far west into the Mediterranean 
area. It is probable, at this time, that there were far more Jews outside 
of Palestine than there were inside it. The great Jewish colony in ‘the 
city of Alexandria, for instance, is known to have numbered 200,000 
souls. So Hellenized had his Jewish colony become by the time of the 
late Ptolemys that many had little familiarity with their native tongue and 
the Jewish Scriptures had to be translated into Greek for their use. 


6The best account of this early Zionist movement and its successes is to be 
found in ibid., pp. 553-610. 
TIbid., pp. 611-39. 
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The travels of Paul reveal the same conditions elsewhere—large 
Jewish colonies in Antioch, Damascus, Ephesus, Cyprus, Corinth, and 
even Rome and Anatolia. Paul himself was a Jew of Tarsus, a city in 
Cilicia. Josephus sought his fortune in Rome. Philo found his world in 
Alexandria in this Hellenistic center of scholarship—not in Jerusalem. 
The connection of these non-Palestinia Jews with Judea was religious 
and sentimental, not political. Paul’s Roman citizenship is a case in 
point. Thus it will be seen that all Titus did was to destroy the Temple, 
thus shattering the religious centralization of Judaism and completing the 
internationalizing process. The Jewish community had become an inter- 
national community long before that time. 


If, then, there is little or no basis for a Jewish national state in his- 
tory, in legalism, in religion, or in the actual possession of Palestine, may 
other bases be found? Do the Jews, as a distinct people or nation, have 
a basis for a national state? In fact, are the Jews a potential nation at all? 
To the writer it seems that the answer is a decided NO. A nation may 
be defined as a group of people having a common race, language, culture, 
and history who wish to control their own destinies and to conduct their 
government in the specific area in which they live. The Jewish commun- 
ity cannot qualify under this definition. 


In the first place, there is, contrary to most popular Jewish and non- 
Jewish opinion, no such thing as a Jewish race. Whatever they were at 
one time,® the Jews of today are probably the most racially mixed group 
one could find, a fact that is not too surprising when one considers their 
international character and distribution. Within this racial Jewish mix- 
ture one finds two principal types, each quite distinct from the other.® 
The first of these is the rather olive-complexioned, curly-haired type with 
a typical armenoid or round head, commonly called the Central or Eastern 
Jewish type. This racial type, however, is not Hebrew or Semitic at all 
in origin, but Central Asian. This Jew is racially descended from the 
wandering Tartar and Kirkiz peoples who followed the Slavs into Central 
and Balkan Europe and were converted to Judaism there before the 
twelfth and thirteenth centuries. (This may have been accomplished 
through the medium of the Jewish Kingdom of the Kazars and Rhineland 
Jewish refugees, but much research still remains to be done on this prob- 
lem.) The other distinct Jewish racial type is the Spanish or Sephardic 
Jew—tall, hook-nosed, stately, and long-headed—the men patriarchal, the 
women dark and lovely. But this type, though the antithesis of the Cen- 


8On the original mixed racial character of the Hebrew, or Habiru, invaders 
of Palestine see ibid., pp. 185-214. All who have read the Bible are also aware of 
the number of cases it reveals of intermarriage between Hebrew and Gentile. To 
what extent the original Hebraw bedouin stock had been diluted by this inter- 
— up to the time of the Maccabees is debatable. But it must have been con- 
siderable. 

9The best short, authoritative analyses of the two types are to be found in 
Coon, Races of Europe, pp. 432-44, 638-46. 
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tral European type, is not Hebrew either, in the main. The Sephardic 
Jew is probably descended from the Phoenician and Syrian traders who 
settled throughout the Mediterranean and were converted to Judaism in 
the late Hellenistic and Roman periods.19 Besides these two distinct 
types there are thousands of others, frequently indistinguishable from the 
people of the country in which they live. It is probably no exaggeration 
to say that not only is there no such thing as a Jewish race but not one- 
third of the present Jewish community in the world have much original 
Hebrew blood in their veins. 

Nor does the Jewish community possess a common language. 
Hebrew, the ancient language of the Jews, is, like Latin, a dead tongue 
used in religious services and known to a handful of scholars, but other- 
wise dead until its revival in present-day Palestine.11_ It is interesting to 
note that this was true 2000 years ago in the time of Christ. In the 
Palestine of that day Hebrew was not generally spoken, but rather 
Aramaic, the common Syrian tongue of the entire Near East. ‘Today the 
nearest thing to a common language that the Jewish community possesses 
is Yiddish, which is probably understood by one-half of the world’s Jews. 
But Yiddish, which is the tongue of the Central European and Eastern 
Jews, is not a distinct language at all. It is simply a dialect of German, 
and Jews who speak it should be classified as belonging to the German 
language group, not the language groups of the rest of their co-religionists. 
A large part of modern Jewry, however, simply speaks the language of the 
country it inhabits and no other. Yiddish is fast declining, and Hebrew, 
in spite of efforts to revive it in Palestine, is still largely a dead tongue. 

As to whether the Jews have a common culture or not, the answer 
again is No, but with a few reservations.12 In general, the culture of the 
Jew is largely the culture of the area in which he lives. Thus Central and 
Eastern European Jews have a German culture with Yiddish overtones, 
English Jews an English culture, American Jews an American culture, 
and French Jews a French culture. This is becoming even truer as the 
years pass, and the Jews the world over tend to drop the special dietary 


10]bid. On the proselytizing tendencies of the Jews in the Mediterranean in 
Hellenistic and Roman times see Albert A. Trever, History of Ancient Civilization, 
2 vols. (New York, 1936), p. 466. 

11A good comparison might be made between the use of Hebrew in Jewish 
religious services and the use of Latin in the Roman Catholic Church, of old 
Slavonic in the Russian Orthodox Church, or of Arabic in Islam. None ef these 
later > mogul languages gives a common every-day tongue to the worshippers who 
use them. 

12Caution is necessary here. It must be understood that all religions in 
medieval Europe and Asia had a tendency to be totalitarian. ‘That is true of 
Medieval Western ie wemge 4 of Greek Orthodox Christianity, and of Islam and 
Judaism. This means that religion was more than a mere faith or belief. It also 
governed marriage, law, social conduct, and diet as well. In Islam this totalitarian 
element in religion still lingers on to a large extent. In Christianity it has almost 
disap since 1500 A. D. when the state began to take over the social functions 
of religion. In Judaism the secularizing tendency has been almost as strong as in 
Christianity, but amongst the Ashkenazi Jews totalitarian religion was strong right 
down to the late 18th and 19th centuries. 
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prohibitions and other peculiarities that separate them from the inhabitants 
of the lands in which they live. Only in the most general sense does the 
Jewish world community have 2 common traditional culture. The 
tendency of the Jews to enter professions and trade and to live in urban 
areas is marked. But it is an open question how much of this is due to 
their cultural traditions and how much of it is the product of centuries of 
persecution and prohibition against ownership of land by Jews. Certainly 
the modern Jew in Palestine is proving himself an excellent farmer. 

Judaism is not a race, it is not a language, it is not a culture, it is not 
a nation. What is it? It is simply a religion. It is a religion like Cathol- 
icism or Islam or Buddhism or even Presbyterianism. And even in re- 
ligion the Jewish world community is not united. There are many 
differences in rituals and sects and attitudes inside Judaism. Generally 
speaking Jews fall into two categories, as do most Christian sects. One 
group consists of the ritualists, the traditionalists, the fundamentalists who 
cling rigidly to the old. The other group consists of the modernists who 
attempt to simplify and keep their faith in tune with more liberal, or, 
newer ideas.1° And here it is interesting to note that at the time of Christ 
there was found the same division in Judaism, on the one hand the tradi- 
tional Pharisees, on the other, the liberal Hellenized Sadducees.14 But 
there are also two other large Jewish groups, who perhaps should not be 
regarded as true Jews, since Judaism is essentially a religion. One of 
these is the large group lost to Judaism by becoming Christians, principally 
in the last two hundred years,!5 and the other is the millions in the United 
States and Russia who have left their religion entirely. ‘This last group 
have become free-thinking, agnostic, mechanistic, humanitarians. They 
are growing in number. So, even as a religion, Judaism is hopelessly con- 
fused, divided, and chaotic. 

To recapitulate, it would seem that there is no basis for a Jewish 
Palestine in legalism, possession of the land, religion, history, race, 
language, or culture. It might therefore be argued that the Zionist case 
for a national Jewish state in Palestine is as absurb as a claim by Presby- 
terians to Scotland and Switzerland, or of Buddhists to the Upper Ganges 
Valley where Gautama dwelt. There seems no real logical basis for the 
Zionist dream. 

What of one more factor, the economic? Palestine can offer no 
economic hope for world Jewry. It cannot, even if all the Arabs there were 

13This is, of course, an oversimplification of the complex religious trends that 
manifest themselves in modern Judaism. For the best short account see the article 
by Herbert Low, “Judaism” in the James Hastings and others, eds., Encyclopedia of 
Religion and Ethics, [?] vols. (New York, [?]), 581-609. 

14For the best short account of the situation of Judaism at the times of Jesus 
and Paul see Trever, Ancient Civilization, Il, 467-78. 

15The number of Jews in Europe and America who have ‘left their Jewish 
faith and turned to Christianity has been very large in the late 18th, 19th, and 20th 
centuries, particularly in Germany and Austria. Of those persecuted as Jews by 


the Nazis perhaps 2/5 in Germany and 3/5 in Austria were Christians by faith, 
a terrible commentary on the racial madness and fanaticism of the Nazi movement. 
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removed, support a population of much more than 3,000,000 out of the 
world’s 10,000,000 Jews.1® As a matter of fact, it cannot even support at 
the present time its population of less than half a million Jews without 
generous subsidies from the Jewish world community. Great as is the 
material progress that Jewish Palestine has made in the last two decades 
under the leadership of the modern Nehemiah, Dr. Weitzmann—and it 
has been remarkable—it is clear that Palestine has one of the poorest soils 
in the world. Even with irrigation, reforestation, and industrialization it is 
doomed to a secondary place. It can no more support world Jewry now 
than it could at the time of Christ. Then, as now, the riches of the Jewish 
world lay, outside the boundaries of Judea, in Alexandria, Antioch, 
Ephesus, and Rome, from which the contributions to the Temple of loyal 
Hebrew emigrants kept Maccabean and Herodian Palestine going.17 


What then is the basis of Zionism, this modern urge for a national 
Jewish state in Palestine? Is it completely illogical, a mere innocent re- 
dreaming of Nehemiah’s and Ezra’s dream in modern dress, financed by 
sentimental Jewish wealth? No, decidedly no. 


Zionism has a logical basis, a* definite raison d’étre. It had its origin 
in the middle nineteenth century when Russian nationaliste persecution 
alarmed leaders of Eastern European Jewry.18 It was born in the 
pogroms of Russia and Poland, in the ghettos of Rumania, and at the 
trial of Dreyfus. It has been revitalized by the brutal action of the Gestapo 
and a thousand recent murders and persecutions. It is the product of 
the insecurity in which the modern Jew finds himself as a result of the 
new nationalism, which has denied him a citizen’s place in the country 
in which he lives and forced a racial inferiority upon him. It is the re- 
action against a Christendom which has forgotten its Christianity, which 
has enshrined a new tribal God and fallen down to worship him. It has 
been spawned out of the murder and torture and suffering of thousands 
of the Jewish world community. It has been given new life by the 
murder of five million Jews at the hands of the infamous Nazi Moloch 
state. Its backers are Jews with hearts heavy for the grief and pain of 
their people, who are trying to find for them a refuge from the cruel 
nationalisms that are destroying them. It is not based on logic or reason 
or justice, but on fear and compassion. 


16The figure of three million is based on the rather optimistic Loudermilk re- 
port. Better and more restrained is the report of the recent o-American Com- 
mittee for Inquiry into Palestine. See Ch. IV of Report of Anglo-American 
Committee of Inquiry, in the New York Times, May 1, 1946. That the Palestine 
Arabs would be willing to give up Palestine to the Jews is also, of course, mere 
wishful thinking. 

17For the economic position of Palestine in Hellenistic and Roman times see 
Trever, Ancient Civilization, Il, pp. 471-72. 

18Zionist literature in all languages is tremendous in extent. Perhaps the best 
long account of the origins and development of Zionism is to be found in Nahum 
Sokolow, History of Zionism, 1600-1918 CNew York, 1919). An excellent shorter 
account is that of Paul Goodman in his article “Zionism” in the Encyclopedia of 
Religion and Ethics, XII, 855-58. 
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Zionism is simply another example of modern semi-religious, racial 
nationalism. It is illogical, but that is not surprising; for so it is with the 
other nationalistic religions of our time. The lack of basis for the tenets 
of Zionism is no more marked than the lack of basis for Nazism, Fascism, 
Falangism, Shintoism, and the other phoney racial nonsense that are 
devastating the modern world. Zionism, like these others, has the 
supreme advantage of illogically, by an act of faith, bridging the gap be- 
tween the various groups of Judaism, the non-religious, the modernists, 
and the ritualist traditionalists. It does so by ignoring facts and setting 
up half- or quarter-truths. But it does give Jews a unity, however forced 
and artificial, a unity among a group of people sorely beset, frightened, 
and oppressed. It is not a matter of reason but a matter of faith—a new, 
mechanistic, non-religious, racial, nationalistic faith1® And it has a 
tremendous appeal to the Jewish world community for just that reason. 


But it is a snare, a delusion, a mirage. It cannot but aggravate the 
very conditions it is trying to correct. For Zionism is not the opposite, the 
negation of and antidote to modern nationalism, which has dealt so 
brutally with modern Jewry. It is a copy of it. It is not a noble religious 
faith. It is not a humanitarian, international creed of the dignity of 
man. It is the deification of the modern Jew in terms of a race that does 
not exist, a land that is rightfully in the possession of others, and a his- 
torical tradition without basis in fact. It is the reverse of the thing that 
cried out at the pogroms of Minsk, that lay in wait in the villages of 
Rumania and Poland, that snarled hyena-like in the death ovens of 
Buchenwald and Maindeneck. It is the Godless religion of self-worship 
that we call nationalism. 


It has already done immense harm to the world Jewish community. 
It has divided it from the Islamic world. After 1300 years of tolerance 
and peaceful living together, Jew and Moslem now meet everywhere as 
enemies.2® It has increased the difficulties of all Jews throughout the 


19]t is interesting to note that Herbert Low in his article on “Judaism,” though 
more hopeful than the writer is on the ultimate religious conduct and values of 
Zionism, regards it as a sect of Judaism distinct from both the Orthodox and Re- 
formed, a view which I share. Encyclopedia of Religion and Ethics, VII, 607-608. 

20This is a tragedy because the peaceful, tolerant mi together of Arab, 
Moslem, and Jew — a po cane enjoined by Mohammed himself in the Koran — has 
in the past been so fruitful for both groups, particularly in cultural development. 
Since the present Zionist drive began, tension has grown between the two all through 
the Arab world. Riots in Morocco and Algiers in the last few years, and in Tripoli 
and Egypt in recent months threaten peaceful association. Not only are the 450,000 
Jews now in Palestine likely to suffer cruelly if this antagonism continues, but the 

light of the 600,000 non-Palestinian Jews living in Arab lands from Morocco to 
raq may become desperate. The latter are in a sense hostages for the pood be- 
haviour of their Zionist co-religionists in Palestine. The Jewish Statistical Bureau 
of Synagogue Council of America (H. S. Linfield, Director) gives (1938) the 
following figures on the Jewish population of Arab lands: Aden (4,151), Algiers 
(110,127), Arabia (25,000), Egypt (72,550), Iraq (90,970), Libya 26'0s15 
Fr. Morocco (161,312), Sp. Morocco (12,918), Syria and Lebanon (26,051 
Tunisia (59, 485), Total (592,610). 
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world, splitting their temporal loyalty between their country and the 
Zionist Jewish nationalistic state. It has helped increase the already tragic 
gulf between Jew and Gentile. If it continues, it will widen the gulf. 
It makes Jews feel like American Jews or French Jews instead of Jewish 
Americans or Jewish Frenchmen. 


Even if temporarily successful in Palestine, Zionism must eventually 
fail. For due to their greater numbers, if they have to wait a hundred 
years, it is not probable that the Arabs will ever stand idly by to permit a 
Jewish nationalistic Palestine which has dispossessed them. When foreign 
support fails, as it must eventually, the Arabs will be free then to sweep 
the Jews out of Palestine into the sea, and there will be no more left of 
the Zionist foundation than there was of Jewish Palestine when Trajan 


and Hadrian had finished Titus’ work.2 


It is still not too late to give up this Zionist dream, though it soon 
will be. The sands are running out. It is still not too late to halt this 
attempt to build a neo-Jewish state on the artificial basis of a false modern 
nationalism. It is still not too late for Jews to come to a peaceful agree- 
ment with the Arabs of Palestine and stop expanding. The blood of five 
million innocent Jews, slain in the last ten years on the altar of the 
Moloch state, lies sticky on the hands of Christendom. Let not Zionism 
add more to this number through Jewish blindness. Let those who have 
read Nehemiah, Ezra, and the book of Maccabees remember that they 
should also read the sequel, the History of Josephus.2? Let Jews ponder 
on the fate of Germany, Japan, and other recent nationalistic, religious 
states. Humanitarianism, liberalism, internationalism, faith, and truth 
are the only refuge for the Jewish community, as they are for the rest of 
the world. It was the denial of the brutal political, social, and religious 
philosophies of the past which brought Jewry, persecuted yet unbowed, 
through times which saw Ninevah and Babylon destroyed, Greek Asia 
disintegrated, and Rome shorn of her glory. Jewry still exists, while her 
modern persecutors, the Czars of Russia, the Nazis of Germany, and the 
Iron Guard of Rumania, lie hated and despised in the dust. Let the 
Jews keep to their ancient heritage. 


21For an account of the final failure of ancient Jewish nationalism there is no 
real substitute for Josephus, History of the Jewish War. A brief account of Trajan’s 
and Hadrian’s destruction of Jewry is to be found in Trever, Ancient Civilization, II, 
483-85, 523-25. Also worthwhile is the popular account of Lion Feuchtwanger in 
his Josephus (New York, 1932). Even more to the point is the failure of Christian 
Zionism, the crusading movement in the 12th and 13th centuries of our era. - In 


3. 


te of early successes, of a large native Christian population, of command of the 
sea, of table trade and commercial relationships, and of two centuries’ expendi- 
ture of blood and treasure, this movement failed miserably. It foundered on the 
rock of hostility of the native Moslem Arab inhabitants of t and the Near East. 
In fact, the crusaders found that Moslem Arab control of Syria and Egypt made 
their Palestine domains impossible to hold. For the best account of the attempt to 
ee Christian Palestine see D. C. Munro, The Kin of the 
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Let those Jewish men of wealth, before it is too late, remember their 
sending of money to the present terrorists of Palestine is almost identical 
with the actions of similar well-intentioned wealthy men of their religion, 
who, two thousand years ago, financed from afar the Zealots of Galilee 
and brought about the fall of Judea and the Diaspora. 


Let those who have seen evil done to Jews in our time reinterpret 
the ancient chant of the captives of the brutal Nebuchadnezzar: 


“By Babylon’s rivers, there we sat down, 
Yea, we wept remembering Zion.” 


Zion is not located in that small semi-arid bit of land between the 
Jordan, Egypt, and Syria. Perhaps it never was there. Zion is to be 
found in the fear of the Lord, in the Law and the Prophets, in the mag- 
nificent spiritual tradition of Judaism that has illuminated not only Jewish 
living, but Christianity and Islam as well. Zion, O Israel, is in the hearts 
of men. 
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ZIONISM 


SipngY BALLON 


Zionism is at once the response of the Jew to the Jewish tragedy of 
the present and the outgrowth of the Jewish religious heritage of the 
past. Zionism as an organized movement dates back only to 1897. It was 
then that the first World Zionist Congress convened at Basle, Switzerland, 
and defined Zionism in the Basle program as the aim “to create a publicly 
secured, legally assured home for the Jewish people in Palestine.” But 
as recent as this organizational beginning may have been, the roots of 
the movenient and its spiritual power stem from the days when Israel still 
lived in his own land in ancient times. Palestine was the land in which 
Israel grew up. Palestine was the land of Israel’s glory, the land of the 
Bible. And when Israel was dispersed in the year 70 A. D. by Roman 
conquest, his attachment to the land .was not broken. Daily the Jew 
prayed for the redemption of Israel and his return to Zion. Annually he 
mourned and fasted on the anniversary of its destruction. His greatest 
poets dedicated their verse to Zion, and throughout the centuries there 
were brave individuals who made their way back to the Holy Land to 
live and die therein. At no time throughout the years has Palestine been 
entirely free of a Jewish community. 


It is a strange paradox that as intense as the Jewish longing for the 
restoration of Zion has been, nothing practical was ever done to translate 
this longing into action. The reason was that the same tradition which 
fostered this dream also promised that the return would come in God’s 
own time, when His Messiah would lead the people of Israel back to its 
land, In the modern period, however, the spell of Messianism weakened. 
The unfulfilled promises of the Age of Emancipation and the rise of 
modern anti-semitism gave impetus to a demand for practical action rather 
than passive waiting for redemption by the Messiah. Here and there the 
suggestion cropped up that the solution to the Jewish problem lay in the 
active rebuilding of a Jewish homeland in Palestine, and finally under the 
dynamic leadership of Theodore Herzl this latent Zionist sentiment was 
organized into purposeful, practical, and efficient activity. 


Herzl was a Viennese journalist, who began thinking seriously ‘about 
the problems of his people under the impact of the corrupt and anti-semitic 
Dreyfus trial in Paris. He sought the best means of combating this evil 
force of anti-semitism, and in 1895 he wrote The Jewish State, in which 
he concluded that the problem of the Jewish people was due to their home- 
lessness. The Jews must have a land of their own. An autonomous 
Jewish state, guaranteed by international law, would give the Jew status 
and dignity, improve his position throughout the world, and afford those 
Jews who needed it a place of refuge. Without a home of his own the 
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Jew could never command the respect of the world. World-wide support 
of Jewry and international sanction, he felt, were essential. He therefore, 
called the first World Zionist Congress, mentioned above, and organized 
the Zionist movement on a world-wide basis. He traveled throughout 
Europe for consultation with the heads of the great governments in the 
hope of obtaining a charter for Palestine. He devoted himself so com- 
pletely to the work of Zionism and captured the popular imagination to 
such an extent that when he died at the age of forty-four in 1904, he had 
lifted himself in the eyes of the Jewish masses to the stature of a Messiah. 


Once the movement was under way, other great leaders also helped 
mold its philosophy. Max Nordau, for example, introduced the thought 
that Zionism would be of inestimable value to Jews all over the world in 
off-setting the psychological effects of minority status and that it would 
increase their self-respect. Ahad Ha-am saw in Palestine a potential 
spiritual center in which a great Jewish cultural renaissance would take 
place and which would also inspire cultural creativity amongst all Jews 
wherever they might live. Still another thinker, Aaron David Gordon, 
stressed the thought that Jewish Palestine must embody the best social 
and moral ideals and be marked by a passionate devotion to social justice. 
Zionism today is a movement whose purpose and justification are a com- 
bination of all these elements, to which we have been able to refer only 


briefly, but which carry far-reaching implications for Jewish life every- 
where. 


The early days of the Zionist movement were significant from the 
standpoint of organization and the fashioning of ideology, but very little 
of a practical nature was achieved until after the First World War. On 
November 2, 1917, the dream of Herzl for international sanction became 
a reality. Great Britain issued the Balfour Declaration, which read, “His 
majesty’s government views with favor the establishment in Palestine of 
a National Home for the Jewish people, and will use their best endeavors 
to facilitate the achievement of this object, it being clearly understood 
that nothing shall be done which may prejudice the civil and religious 
rights of existing non-Jewish communities in Palestine or the rights and 
political status enjoyed by Jews in any other country.” This declaration 
later received the endorsement of every member of the League of Na- 
tions, which incorporated its language into the Mandate issued to Great 
Britain. The terms of the Mandate also recognized “the historical con- 
nection of the Jewish people with Palestine” and “the grounds for 
reconstituting their national home in that country.” The Mandatory 
Power was also charged with the responsibility “for placing the country 
under such . . . conditions as will secure the establishment of the Jewish 
National Home.” The United States became a partner to this agreement 
by means of the American-British Mandate Convention of 1924. 


With this international guarantee of legal status Zionist work gath- 
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ered momentum and moved forward. In the years since the First World 
War over 500,000 Jews have entered Palestine and established themselves. 
These immigrants have achieved a miracle in land reclamation and have 
transformed swamp and desert land into flowering fields. They have 
founded over three hundred agricultural settlements with the most ad- 
vanced modern agricultural techniques. Industry also has progressed 
and many enterprises have profitably turned out building materials, 
machinery, metal ware, textile, and pharmaceutical, chemical, and elec- 
trical products. Shipping is being constantly expanded, and Palestine is 
becoming a diamond-cutting center rivaling pre-war Holland and Belgium. 
Particularly noteworthy from the social standpoint are the gains of the 
laboring classes and the growth of the cooperative movement, which em- 
braces settlement, marketing, transportation, construction, education, 
medical care and insurance, and unemployment relief. The cities of 
Haifa and Jerusalem have expanded tremendously. A great new city, 
Tel Aviv, a city of about 200,000 today, was built up on barren sand dunes 
next to the Arab village of Jaffa. The beauty and modernity of this city 
will be testified to by any American soldier who was so fortunate as to be 
able to spend some furlough time at the American rest camp there during 
the war. The medical institutions of Palestine, particularly the Hadassah 
Hospital in Jerusalem have done wonders and conquered the oriental 
diseases prevalent in the East. The dream of making Palestine a center 
of Hebrew culture has also been fulfilled. The cornerstone of the Hebrew 
University had been laid even before all of the land had been taken from 
the Turks, and today it is outstanding in the Middle East and stands at 
the pinnacle of a progressive and all-inclusive system of schooling. The 
Hebrew language which had been largely the language of ritual and of 
scholars is now a modern living tongue and is the native language of the 
new generation. Art, literature, and music flourish, and books and maga- 
zines are published in incredible numbers. 


The. progress of Jewish Palestine was best demonstrated by its con- 
tribution to the war effort. Thirty-five thousand of Palestine’s Jews volun- 
teered for the British Army. That would be the equivalent proportion- 
ately in this country of an army of eight million. Palestine was a major 
source of food supply in the Middle East for both military and civilian 
needs. It provided an abundance of material and equipment, which other- 
wise would have had to be carried around the Cape of Good Hope from 
the West, since the Mediterranean was completely blocked off. The full 
contribution of Palestine is discussed by Pierre Van Passen in his book, 
The Forgotten Ally, in which he speaks of this contribution as “the best 
kept secret of the war.” It may well have spelled the difference, he tells 
us, between victory and defeat.in the North African campaign. 


Jewish achievement is all the more amazing when one considers the 
sorry story of British management of the Mandate. Since it was Great 
















































_—_- 








Tue Sours Caroiina HisroricaL AssociaTION 27 


Britain who first issued the Balfour Declaration, one might have expected 
the most sympathetic and constructive effort on Britain’s part to fulfill the 
promise of that Declaration, but exactly the reverse is true. The record 
shows one betrayal after another. Space does not permit a full review, 
but very early in the life of the Mandate the British cut off Transjordania 
from Palestine and reduced the potential Jewish homeland by three- 
fourths. [hey declared that the Balfour Declaration did not contemplate 
that Palestine as a whole would be converted into a Jewish National 
Home, but merely that a home would be founded in Palestine—this 
despite evidence to the contrary in the words of Lord Balfour, Lloyd 
George, and President Wilson. Every opportunity was taken to hamper 
immigration. After the riots of 1929 the Simpson Report stated that only 
20,000 additional settlers could be absorbed and immigration must be 
restricted. Britain’s bias was pointed out by the Permanent Mandates 
Commission of the League of Nations, which rejected these findings and 
affirmed in no uncertain terms that the responsibility for the riots rested 
upon Britain’s faintheartedness and reluctance to live up to the terms of 
the Mandate. Subsequently, to belie the report further over 350,000 
Jewish settlers came into Palestine and the Arab population also increased 
by forty per cent. The climax to British duplicity came in 1939 with the 
issuance of the MacDonald White Paper, which is still a sore spot. This 
White Paper limited Jewish immigration to 75,000 for the succeeding five 
years, after which there was to be no further immigration without Arab 
approval. Land sales to Jews were also sharply restricted, and it was 
announced that it was not the policy of the British government that 
Palestine should become a Jewish state. This paper was even assailed by — 
Winston Churchill at the time as “a breach of faith,” but later when he 
came to power, he did nothing to repudiate it. Again the Mandates 
Commission denounced Britain’s action and accused Britain of fomenting 
trouble, but with complete disregard for her international agreements 
Great Britain took advantage of the weakening position of the League 
and the outbreak of the war to do what she pleased. The Balfour Declara- 
tion and the terms of the Mandate were made meaningless. 


During the crisis of the War period the issue remained more or less 
dormant, but, in the face of the pressing needs of Jewish survivors in 
Europe after the war, loud demands were again made for extensive 
Jewish immigration into Palestine. The President of the United States 
supported these demands with the suggestion that 100,000 refugees be 
permitted to enter immediately. As a delaying tactic Great Britain pro- 
posed an Anglo-American commission to study the problem and promised 
to abide by its decision. This commission after months of study recom- 
mended recently that 100,000 refugees should be admitted immediately 
but that Palestine not be made a Jewish state. Not all members of the 
commission agreed to this, but it apparently was a compromise to get the 
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British to agree to admission of the 100,000 refugees. Zionists are not 
happy about the Jewish state recommendation but have concentrated 
their efforts for the time being on the task of gaining approval for moving 
the 100,000 refugees. At the present writing, however, Great Britain 
again refuses to live up to its word. 


What accounts for this immoral British policy? For one thing, 
despite the good intentions of British statesmen originally, the British 
Colonial Office has from the outset been opposed to a Jewish Palestine 
and has looked upon the Jewish community as a stumbling block in their 
desire to woo the Arab world. This has led to poor and unsympathetic 
administration in Palestine, which in turn has given rise to friction be- 
tween Jews and Arabs. These difficulties caused by inept administra- 
tion were then offered as justification for the British policy which caused 
them. Another factor may be the fact that administrative needs of 
Palestine did not quite follow the pattern to which colonial officials had 
been accustomed. Democratic and progressive Palestine provided a chal- 
lenge to these officials and required men of energy and imagination. The 
British colonial official, who was usually concerned only with the main- 
tenance of peace and order and the status quo, found Arab lethargy more 
suited to his lazy taste. To this may be added the fear lest the Arabs fall 
under Russian influence and lest they deny oil concessions to the British. 
Great Britain has proceeded on the highly questionable assumption that a 
strong democratic Jewish Palestine was not to her advantage, and the re- 
sulting vacillation and inconsistency in British policy have been responsi- 
ble for the difficulties of administration. 


This discussion would not be complete without at least a brief refer- 
ence to some of the objections to Zionism, and especially to the claims of 
the Arabs. First there is the objection that it makes of the Jews a nation, 
whereas Jews are merely a religious group like all other great religions and 
are out of character when they seek to build a Jewish state. Such a con- 
tention misreads Jewish history and misunderstands completely the nature 
of Judaism. Judaism is not comparable to other religions, because Judaism 
is based on the very assumption that Israel is a people, who has made a 
covenant with God. Jews may not constitute a nation in the ordinary 
sense of the term in that they are not a political entity with sovereign 
powers whose members are bound together with common citizenship, but 
the peoplehood of Israel has always been an essential principle of Judaism, 
and Jews do constitute a body of people with a common social and religious 
heritage, with common problems and aspirations. A Jew can deny his 
religion completely, yet he still remains a Jew by identity. A Jewish 
National Home would be the tangible symbol and expression of this 


peoplehood and is by no means inconsistent with the religious character of 
Israel. 
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A corollary of the above objection is that Jews who are Zionists may 
leave themselves open to the charge of double loyalties and of being un- 
American. Space forbids a discussion of the whole idea of cultural plural- 
ism in America, which would refute this objection, but it suffices to point 
out that every president of the United States since Wilson has endorsed 
Zionism, and twice Congress has passed resolutions in its favor. Louis 
D. Brandeis, who is considered to have been a great American, was also 
a leader in the Zionist movement, and it was his opinion that “loyalty to 
America demands that each Jew become a Zionist.” 


Opponents of Zionism have also contended that Palestine is a small, 
poor land with little room for economic expansion and that Zionism will 
crowd out people who are already there. The word of impartial experts 
disposes of this argument. I mention one, Dr. Walter C. Lowdermilk, 
soil conservation expert of the United States Department of Agriculture, 
in his book entitled, Palestine: Land of Promise states that with proper 
development four million additional inhabitants can easily be absorbed. 
He has in mind a Jordan Valley Authority comparable to TVA in this 
country, which would make possible the reclamation of huge tracts of 
barren land for further agricultural development and provide enormous 
amounts of electrical power for industrial development. The industrial 
potentialities of Palestine may be seen from the fact that it is only two 
days distant from thirty million potential consumers of manufactured 


goods. 


More serious than any of the preceding objections is the conflicting 
claim of the Arabs, and undoubtedly the interest of the Palestinian Arabs 
is deserving of consideration. As has been suggested before, however, 
the Jews and Arabs might well have been reconciled under wiser ad- 
ministration by the Mandatory Power. There are today many areas of 
cooperation between them and many instances of Arab-Jewish friendship. 
Under Jewish influence the Arab, too, has progressed. Arab population 
has doubled because of the decreased mortality rate within the country 
and because of the attraction of Arabs from outside the country. Arab 
labor in Palestine has the highest standard of living of any Arab group. 
Arab antagonism has arisen chiefly among the class of feudal landlords 
whose monopoly of wealth and power and ability to exploit the vast masses 
were threatened by the example of democracy and economic liberalism 
introduced to the Arab world by the Jews. Zionism was a threat to en- 
trenched privilege. This feudal class was furthermore encouraged by 
British policy to express itself and to spread false propaganda among the 
masses. The Arab League which carries on so much agitation at present 
is a British creation. The myth of Pan-Arab unity is British in origin. 
The Arab nations and tribes which profess this unity are filled with 
inter-tribal jealousies and enmities, and only bitterness against a Jewish 
Palestine fed them by the British holds them together in a common 
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league. The reader is again referred to the analysis by Pierre Van Passen 
in The Forgotten Ally. 


It has been said that the Arabs are resentful of the Jews in Palestine, 
because Palestine has also secretly been promised to them by the British, 
that the British during the last war had at the same time promised Palestine 
both to Jews and to Arabs. The British government has repeatedly de- 
nied this, and Sir Henry McMahon, author of the correspondence on 
which this claim is based has also issued a denial and says he has every 
reason to believe the Arabs understood it as he did. As further proof, we 
have on record a letter of a later date than the McMahon letter, in which 
Emir Feisal in the name of the Kingdom of Hedjaz expresses his approval 
of encouraging Jewish immigration into Palestine and expresses his desire 
for full cooperation between Jewish Palestine and the Arab State. This 
indicates that not only was it understood that Palestine was to be built up 


by the Jews but that some Arab leaders originally gave their full endorse- 
ment to the plan. 


In judging between Jewish and Arab claims to Palestine there are 
other pertinent facts which should be considered. Of great significance 
should be the contrast between the Jewish and the Arab contribution to 
allied victory both in the First World War and in the Second. In the 
First War Jewish legions helped the British drive out the Turk from 
Palestine; while Palestinian Arabs either fought the British or remained 
passive. The so-called revolt in the desert by other Arab groups against 
Turkish rule is generally conceded to have been overrated and of little 
value. We have already mentiond the Jewish contribution in the last 
war. In contrast to this the Arab world was cultivating the good graces 
of Hitler and hoping for a Nazi victory. There were several revolts in 
Arab territories against British influence, and the Grand Mufti was of 
active assistance to Hitler and spent the greater part of the war period 
together with him in Berlin. Today, it must be added parenthetically, the 
British have enabled this war criminal to return to the Middle East, and 


he has been given again the opportunity of fanning the flames of Arab 
unrest. 


After the First World War, in spite of their indifference to the Allied 
cause, the Arab world received recognition of its claim to independence in 
ninety-nine per cent of the so-called Arab lands of Asia. The only ex- 
ception was Palestine, one per cent. of the 1,200,000 square miles of Arab 
territory. This vast territory is underpopulated and uncultivated. It 
stands in sharp contrast to the tiny land of Palestine not only in size but in 
the progress made thereon and in its potential benefit to the Middle East 
as a whole. Jewish Palestine is the democratic leaven which holds forth 
the promise of a revived Middle East supporting again as in ancient times 
tremendous populations in comfort. The Arab world is a medieval world 
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contemptuous of progress and indifferent to the continued misery and 
degradation of its masses. 


The vast holdings of the Arab world and the security they give must 
also be balanced against the desperate struggle for survival being waged by 
the Jewish people, of its need for physical refuge and cultural self-ex- 
pression. Palestine spells life for thousands and thousands of Jews other- 
wise condemned to die. For the Arab world Palestine has no such sig- 
nificance, no such urgency. 


Yes, there is a Jewish claim and an Arab claim to Palestine, and 
justice can, perhaps, not be done to both. But in making the decision we 
must take into account the greatest need and the greatest good to be 
achieved. We must consider international commitments and international 
responsibilities. The world owes something to the memory of the six 
million Jews murdered without cause and to the thousands that may yet 
be saved. To deny them the one opportunity for salvation is to condemn 
them also to death in Hitlerian manner. A world which today closes the 
doors of Palestine to the Jew is a world stripped of its sense of honor, a 
world grown callous to injustice and human suffering, and this refusal to 
do justice to the Jew will be, furthermore, a disquieting harbinger of what 


to expect with regard to the more general problems of world peace and 
order. 
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A PRE-REQUISITE TO PROGRESS 


Marion A. Wricur 


On April 16, 1946, there was conducted in eastern South Carolina 
one of the. most significant elections ever held in this country. Probably 
very few of us were aware that any election was being held on that date 
since no one was running for office and consequently no mud was slung, 
no names were called. ‘There was none of the fanfare and excitement 
which usually enliven our contests at the polls. But on that date the 
tobacco farmers voted for or against a loan of three and three-quarter 
billions of dollars to Great Britain. Of course, the election decided 
nothing, but it officially registered the opinions of tobacco farmers on 
that issue. So far as I am informed, this is the first time in our history 
that a referendum, divorced from a campaign for office, has been held on 
an issue of foreign and fiscal policy. 


Well, the world does move. Of course, for a long, long time our 
thinkers and writers have been telling us of the essential unity of man- 
kind, the inter-dependence of nations. But here we have not the in- 
telligensia but average men, telling us the same thing, not in high flown 
thetoric but in the more compelling language of dollars and cents. No 
loan, no money. No money, no purchasing power. No purchasing power, 


no sales of tobacco and, hence, reduced incomes or bankruptcy for the 
South Carolina tobacco farmers. 


This election may well mark an epoch. It is probably the first in a 
long line of such elections stretching into the future. It is one note in a 
chorus announcing the end of isolationism as a part of national policy. 
What happens in Great Britain has its immediate consequences in the 
comfort and well being of the wife and children of a one-horse farmer in 
Horry County. And what happens in Horry County has its repercussions 


upon Britons and upon human beings everywhere. Such is the obvious 
moral of this incident. 


But it is not that moral to which I wish particularly to direct our 
attention. Rather it is to a matter of state policy which the incident 
brings into sharp focus. 


For one to have voted intelligently on the question of a joan to 
Britain, rather than intuitively or in accordance with what he felt to be 
self-interest, he must have been fortified with a considerable fund of in- 
formation. The financial condition of England, including her capacity to 
re-pay; the financial condition of the United States, including its capacity 
to make the loan; the effects of existence of a creditor-debtor status on 
future relations of the two countries; the history of other loans to foreign 
nations; the effects, if any, upon the tax burdens of the average American 
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citizen; the wisdom of maintaining tobacco production at its present level 
or of increasing or reducing production; the reasonably anticipated effect 
of the loan on the price of tobacco and the result to the farmer of main- 
taining, increasing, or reducing that price—to have voted intelligently the 
farmer must have had information on all of these and a host of other 
matters ‘The destiny of mankind wiil increasingly depend upon the ex- 
tent to which those who vote are well informed. 


To what extent are our voters informed? 


Admittedly, this question cannot be answered with precision. But 
data exist which may, I hope, to some extent illuminate the issue. If we 
know to what extent we have access to sources of information, we may 


draw some reasonable conclusion as to the extent to which we are in- 
formed. 


The primary, elemental source of public information is the public 
library. As South Carolinians, we are entitled to derive satisfaction from 
the dramatic progress made by our state in the library field in the last 
dozen years. We may do so without having to endorse without some 
slight reservation Governor Williams’ recent pleasing statement that South 
Carolina is “the most progressive state in the nation”. (Surely poetic 
license can never equal gubernatorial license.) But we have moved from 
a position in embarrassing proximity to Mississippi at the foot of the ladder 
in circulation of books per capita to thirteenth from the bottom. And it 
seems only fair to admit that this advance is due almost entirely to the 
exertions of South Carolina women. 


But surely there is still nothing in the situation to afford complacency. 
In California the average citizen reads from his public library each year 
6.72 books. The average American citizen reads 3.23. Tue average 
South Carolinian reads 1.71. Those figures would indicate that the 
average South Carolinian is about half as well read as the average Ameri- 
can and about one-fourth as well read as the average Californian. 


Now, if this condition as to libraries were offset somewhat by superior 
use of other sources of information, the situation would be less depressing. 
Unfortunately, however, in the circulation of newspapers and magazines 
and in the use of the radio we are even further behind the other American 
states. 


In the number of volumes per capita in public libraries the average 
for the country is .87. New Hampshire has 3.58 and South Carolina has 
.30. I am happy to report that we are slightly ahead of North Carolina, 
which so often shames while it spurs us. 

But here is a tremendously encouraging fact: In California, which 
ranks at the top in circulation of books from public libraries, each book 
per year is read by 3.66 persons. And that is almost true of the country 
as a whole. But in South Carolina each book in the course of a year is 
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read by 5.7 persons. In other words,-we have few books, but we do read 
what we have. Indeed, in the circulation of books in proportion to their 
number, South Carolina ranks second from the top among the states, 
being shaded, I regret to report, by North Carolina. So we may dismiss 
as settled the question of whether or not our people will read if given the 
chance. They have limited reading capital but with it they do large 
business. 


For many years I have pored over statistics relating to South Carolina 
in comparison with other states. That is a sobering and chastening ex- 
perience. But a whole series of these mathematical portrayals of our 
plight may be counter-balanced by the heartening fact that we are be- 
coming a reading people. Such books as we have do double and treble 
duty as they pass from one eager hand to another. We have but little 
straw but we make many bricks. 


Why have we little straw? 


It is true of libraries as of most other things: We get what we pay 
for. Massachusetts spends for books each year per inhabitant $1.02. The 
country as a whole spends 42 cents, and South Carolina spends nine cents. 
In other words, we spend on books in this state less than one-fourth of the 
average for the country, less than one-tenth of the average for Massachu- 
setts. We have no cause for surprise, therefore, if other states own more 
books and circulate more books than we do even if we make such ex- 
cellent use of the few we have. 


Of course, the income of the South Carolinian is far below the aver- 
age for the country and that is the reason which springs readily to mind 
in accounting for our small investment in books, It may not be lightly 
brushed aside. But consideration might well be given to expenditures on 
books 'as a means of increasing income. For it may be capable of demon- 
stration that the degree of one’s literacy has a causal relation to his earn- 
ing capacity. The citizen of Massachusetts seems to do fairly well, thank 
you, in most of his business affairs. 


So we move into a world and an age in which the South Carolina 
tobacco farmer packs weight in the solution of international problems. 
Those problems have become no simpler merely because they are on our 
doorstep. Their solution will tax the wisdom, not merely of statesmen, 
but of John Smith and Mary Jones—little men and women everywhere. 


Mere literacy will not save the world. Its salvation may depend 
upon motives, conscience, issues of the heart. But surely there must be 
light as well as sweetness. If we are to judge, we must have understanding 
minds. The argument for the library is heavily underscored by the 
solidarity of the world of 1946. 


Wise South Carolina statesmen in the year 1946 will embrace the 
conviction that it is, as never before, a function of government to arm 
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and equip its citizens with the tools and implements of knowledge. This 
is our section of trench. 


There is another consideration which gives a new note of urgency 
to the demand for libraries. 1 hope that 1 am not too much under the 
tyranny of statistics; but 1 am such a Scotchman that I hate to let an in- 
vestment of sixty-five cents in a World Almanac go entirely to waste. Let 
me cash in just a little bit on my purchase. 


Thanks largely to medical science, the life expectancy of an infant 
has greatly increased and is still increasing. In 1900 only fifty per cent. 
of the people of the country were over twenty years of age. In 1920 
sixty per cent. were over twenty and in 1940 sixty-five per cent. Popula- 
tion experts conclude that by 1960 seventy per cent. of our people will be 
over twenty years old. What is the significance of this trend? 


Well, twenty is about the average age at which formal education 
ceases. Thereafter for mental growth a man is on his own. Whether or 
not he continued to grow mentally made ‘not so much difference to him or 
the rest of mankind when the prospect was fairly bright that he would not 
be around much longer anyhow. But the situation is entirely changed 
when he faces the reasonable assurance that he will be around for another 
forty or fifty years. Then it is a matter of acute concern to him and to 
the public that his mental growth shall not cease with his formal educa- 
tion. 


Why a matter of public concern? 


Obviously, as the life span lengthens, control of government and of 
public affairs gravitates into the hands of the elders—just because there 
are so many of them. If theirs are to be closed minds, minds in strait 
jackets, we shall have one kind of world; if theirs are to be open minds, 
growing minds, minds constantly fertilized with such nourishment as 
books afford, we shall have an entirely different kind of world. 


One hesitates to attempt to put into words the elusive quality of this 
difference. But surely in a thoroughly literate world there will be less 
slavish adherence to the old merely because it is old, less fear of an idea 
merely because it is new, less of thralldom to the tyranny of time and 
locality and caste, more of intellectual excursion and adventure, more of 
evaluation of men as personalities and not as native or foreign or bearing 
upon them the stamp or imprint of race, more of the spirit and atmosphere 
which encourages the burgeoning of genius. 


From the cessation of formal education until the end of the life span 
we are dependent almost entirely upon books for our continued develop- 
ment. We must now pit our intellectual strength against problems of 
confusing perplexity. Surely the government which sends its citizens 
into such crucial conflict without the armament of books may be likened 
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to the Roman emperor who watched from the Colieseum as Christians 
matched their puny strength against lions. 


There is another factor in the present situation which gives new 
pith to the argument for libraries. Up until well into the twentieth cen- 
tury the democratic conception of government was not seriously chal- 
lenged. There were no rival philosophies. It is idle to deny that such 
rival philosophies now exist and command followings of respectability and 
numbers. We cannot insulate or quarantine against them even if it were 
wise to do so. Certainly, there is much of surface glitter about them, and 
there may be much which we may with profit absorb. 


But if they are founded upon error and present a menace, as so many 
seem violently to believe, the menace will not be met by name calling, 
suppression, or censorship. Error will always yield to the solvent of truth. 
Free discussion and debate before a forum of enlightened minds is all that 
we have a right to ask but upon that we should insist. With the verdict 
of minds which are fully informed democracy should be content. 


There would be grave risk to democracy and to mankind to have the 
decision made by the illiterate or semi-literate. 


Now, one other word suggested by the situation of South Carolinians 
in the year 1946. If anything is certain, it is that South Carolina Negroes 
will be voting in increasing numbers in our general elections and pri- 
matres, as, indeed, they should, in spite of nauseating subterfuge and 
evasion. A lead pencil in the hand of an ignorant man in a voting booth 
may be as dangerous a weapon as an atomic bomb. What steps are we 


taking to see that ignorance is not at the elbow of these newly enfranchised 
citizens? 


As pitifully inadequate as are our library facilities for whites, they 
are almost non-existent for Negroes. Surely there is an urgency in this 
situation which should spur us to immediate and, for South Carolinians, 


revolutionary action. 


Our Negro citizens must be given, not ten years from now or even 
next year, but here and now, the widest and fullest opportunity for self- 
education. This means books and more books. We do not have the time 
or the means, even if it were right to do so, to set up a separate library 


system for Negroes. Thus have we already multiplied all of our problems 
by two. 


Surely among men and women moved by a common desire to become 
better informed, stirred by a common passion for truth, there should be 
no cleavage. 


Are we not ready, 1946 years after the birth of one who taught the 
brotherhood of man, to practice a little bit of that brotherhood in the quest 
for the truth that shall make us free? 
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How much light has been vouchsafed unto us if we are content 
while others do not see, or if we insist that others shall follow a separate 
path in the search for the Holy Grail of learning? 


A policy of keeping books for the sole and exclusive use of white 


people may be as damaging spiritually to white people as would be even 
the lack of books. 


We must have a decent regard for the opinions of mankind. Surely 
enlightened men everywhere must marvel at the phenomenon in a 
democracy of distribution by government of books upon a racial basis. 


To throw open our libraries to all men who wish to learn would be 
the minimum proof of our devotion to democratic principles and Christian 
ideals. 


To inundate all of our people with books to the end that we shall be 
a thoroughly literate people is in South Carolina, as everywhere else, a 
pre-requisite to progress. 
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CONSTITUTION 


I 


The name of this organization shall be The South Carolina Historical 
Association. = 


The objects of the Association shall be to promote historical studies 
in the State of South Carolina; to bring about a closer relationship among 
persons living in this State who are interested in history; and to encourage 
the preservation of historical records. 

Ill 


Any person approved by the executive committee may become a 
member by paying $2.00 and after the first year may continue a member 
by paying an annual fee of $2.00. sy 


The officers shall be a president, a vice-president, and a secretary and 
treasurer who shall be elected by ballot at each regular annual meeting. 
A list of nominations shall be presented by the executive committee, but 
nominations from the floor may be made. The officers shall have the - 
duties and perform the functions customarily attached to their respective 
offices with such others as may from time to time be prescribed. 


V 
There shall be an executive committee made up of the officers and 
of two other members elected by ballot for a term of three years; at the 
first election, however, one shall be elected for two years. Vacancies shall 
be filled by election in the same manner at the annual meeting following 
their occurrence. Until such time they shall be filled by appointment by 
the president. The duties of the executive committee s KS to fix the 
date and place of the annual meeting, to attend to the publication of the 
proceedings of the Association, to prepare a pro for the annual meet- 
ings, to prepare a list of nominations for the officers of the Association as 
provided in Article IV, and such other duties as may be from time to time 
assigned to them by the Association. There shall be such other com- 
mittees as the president may appoint, or be instructed to appoint, by reso- 

lution of the Association. + 


There shall be an annual meeting of the Association at the time and 
place appointed by the executive committee. : 


vil 

The Association shall publish annually its proceedings to be known 
as The Proceedings of the South Carolina Historical Association. It shall 
contain the constitution, by-laws, and minutes of the annual meeting to- 
gether with such pa and documents selected by the executive com- 
mittee as may be published without incurring a deficit. It is understood 
that all papers read at the annual meeting me the property of the 
Association except as otherwise may be provided by the executive com- 
mittee. The executive committee shall annually elect an editor of the 
Proceedings. He shall have authority to appoint an associate editor and 
shall be a member of the executive committee, but without vote. 


Vill 
This constitution my be amended by a two-thirds vote of the mem- 
bers present at the annual business meeting. 
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EXPERIMENT IN DEMOCRACY 


By Avery Craven and Walter Johnson. An outstanding chronicle 
of American history that describes the crystallization of an ideal 
of government. "Piliieed for freshman or sophomore college 
classes, the book concentrates on the major topics in American 
development—the rise of democratic thought, nationalism, eco- 
nomic and social literature and cultural trends. Major 
emphasis is on the nineteenth and twentieth centuries 
and on the United States as a wold power. The United States 
is an unusually interesting, well-integrated book, notable for its 
vivid style and striking illustrations. 


GINN AND COMPANY, 260 Fifth Street, San Francisco 3 





























